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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Taz Prorgsston will learn with pleasure that there is 
every probability that Lord Justice Mellish will be able 
totake his seat in the Court of Appeal on Tuesday next. 





Tur Court or Arprat at Lincoln’s-inn, will, for the 
present, be composed of Lord Coleridge, and Lords 
Justices Mellish and Baggallay. Lord Justice James 
will sit with the Westminster Division of the Court of 


Appeal. 


{Tax List of causes in the Chancery Division of the 
High Court, and in the Court of Appeal, will not be pub- 
lished until Monday; and will then contain all causes 
set down to the close of this day (Saturday). We be- 
lieve it will be found that the list for the Chancery 
Division shows about as many causes as at the beginning 
of the Easter sittings. The appeal list will be of smaller 
dimensions. 





As tHE Russians are using torpedoes to protect their 
ports in the Black Sea, and the efficacy of such a pro- 
tection depends upon the position of the torpedoes 
being unknown to the enemy, they have issued regula- 
tions, published in the Gazette of yesterday week, pro- 
viding that neutral vessels entering or leaving the pro- 
tected ports must be piloted through the line of torpedoes 
by Russian crew, and the crew and passengers of the 
vessel must not watch the course taken, and we 
presume: must remain down below. But, of course, 
these precautions as to the crews of the vessels would 
beof no use if an enemy’s vessel lying outside could 
watch the course of the neutral vessels through the 
torpedoes. On this ground the Russians have further 
announced that they will not allow any vessel to enter 
or go out so long as any of the enemy’s ships of war are 
in sight, and have, moreover, formally appealed to the 

ish ships of war to withdraw out of sight for the 
time necessary for the removal of neutral ships. This 
they make ‘in view of a state of affairs new in 
maritime warfare, and consequently not foreseen by 
international law,” and they warn the enemy that if 
they do not agree to this the neutral ships will not be 
to go out, and the Russian Government “ de- 

lines all responsibility for the consequences.” It is 
difficult to avoid the conclusion that this singular demand 
made under a misconception of the state of affairs. 

To what extent the Russians may be responsible to the 
Owners of those neutral ships which were in their 
eg when the torpedoes were laid down, for any 
which may be occasioned by this new and un- 
usual mode of detention, we will not attempt to define; 
butit seems to us clear, on theone. hand, that. vessels 
tnteting Russian ports after the rules have been 
Promulgated must be taken ta have waived all right to 





compensation, and,,on the other, that there can be no 
obligation whatever on the. Turkish ships of war to 
retire out of sight in order to enable the neutral ships 
to leave the port.. The laying down of the torpedoes is the 
act of the Russians alone for their protection, and the 
resorting of neutrals to Russian ports is also by their 
invitation and for their exclusive benefit, and, if these 
torpedo rules prevent neutrals from entering or leaving 
Russian ports, they will only supply the place of a 
Turkish blockading squadron, Besides, the interval 
during which the enemy's ships are requested to with- 
draw for the removal of neutral ships may be also 
used. by the Russians for laying down additional 
torpedoes, or shifting those already there, and thus 
rendering useless whatever information the Turks may 
have obtained as to the position of the torpedoes, and the 
places free from them. During the same interval a fleet 
of Russian ships of war may get out of port. Neither 
Russians nor neutrals can expect the Turks to incur 
these risks merely in order that neutral ships may leave 
the Russian ports without betraying the safe passage 
through the torpedoes. We cannot see that this demand 
made upon the Turks in any way shifts upon them 
whatever responsibility the Russians may incur through 
any neutral ships detained at Odessa being injured if 
that place should be bombarded. 





A vecision of the Court of Appeal, pronounced on 
the 17th inst., and briefly noted by us last week (ante, 
p. 558), has attracted a considerable amount of atten- 
tion, and as the subject is one of very general interest, 
it may be desirable for us to mertion the case again, 
and to examine its significance at some length. The 
title of the action was Ashworth v. Outram, and it 
was brought for the administration of the estate of a 
gentleman who, during his short married life of about 
four months, namely, from April, 1874, to August of the 
same year, had been the husband of a lady engaged in 
a large business which had been established by her 
before her marriage. The court (Lord Coleridge, O.J., 
James, and Baggallay, L.JJ.) considered that the evid< 
ence showed that the business was carried on during 
the coverture by the wife alone for her sole and separate 
use and with the husband's assent, and they held that 
the capital and stock-in-trade belonged to the wife, who 
had survived her husband, and not to the husband’s 
estate. 

There are two ways of regarding this case: first, as 
being a decision on the general doctrine of the separate 
estate; and second, as being a decision on the Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1870. If we look at it from the 
first point of view, then, assuming the evidence to have 
established the fact that the husband had constituted 
himself a trustee for his wife of the whole concern, 
capital, stock in trade, and profits, the decision may 
perhaps add little to the long line of authorities on the 
question. For, in the absence of a full report of the 
facts and evidence, we cannot say that the stringent 
conditions required by courts of equity to establish the 
trusteeship of a husband for his wife were not fulfilled : 
see as tothe nature of these conditions McLean v. 
Longlands (5 Ves. 71), where it is laid down (at p. 79} 
that “nothing less will do than a clear irrevocable gift, 
either to some person as a trustee, or some clear and 
distinct act of the husband by which he divested him- 
self of his property, and engaged to hold it as a trustee 
for the separate use of his wife”; and see also Grané v. 
Grant (13 W. R. 1057, 34 Beav. 623), where the expres- 
sion is that the husband’s declaration of trust must be 
“ final, irrevocable, and complete.” 

But if the reports of the.case. which we have seen are 
correct, and if two, at any rate, of the learned judges 
founded their judgments on the Married Women’s Prop- 
erty Act, the decision becomes a most important one, 
and one that, if carried out to its logical extent, will give 
an unexpected range to the operation of the doctrine of 
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separate estate. For if, in the case before the court, the 
capital and stock-in-trade belonged to the wife simply 
and solely because the earnings during the coverture 
were hers by force of the Act of Parliament—and the 
judgment as reported of Lord Coleridge, at any rate, 
seems to go to this—it will be easy to see that most ex- 
traordinary results may follow. It must be recollected 
that, under the 1st section of the Act, no assent on the 
part of the husband to his wife’s separate trading is 
necessary in order that her earnings shall be her separate 
property. It is sufficient if, in fact, his wife carries on 
‘a business separately from him; the only requisite is 
independent labour or enterprize on the part of the wife. 
Taking, then, a test case, let us suppose a lady is engaged 
in a business in which she has a considerable capital in- 


~vested, and that she marries without a settlement and 


without coming to any understanding about the business, 
and let us suppose that her husband’s affairs summon 
him abroad immediately after the marriage. Under 
these circumstances the wife would probably go on with 
the business during his absence, and the Act would 
clearly give her the earnings. But could anybody 
seriously contend that it would also give her the capital 
and stock-in-trade; or that the husband, who could have 
put a stop to the business immediately on the marriage 
and put the capital into his pocket, had become 
divested of his property by leaving the country? To 
hold in such a case that the Act which gives earn- 
ings must necessarily give that wherewith the earn- 
ings are made, would be to construe a statute in a 
manner which the courts have declined to do in the case 
of a will; for, as Lord Justice Knight Bruce said, in 
Lowe v. Thomas (2 W. R. 499, 5 De. G. M. & G. 315), 
when a man gives his wool or his apples we are not to 
presume that he means to give his sheep or his orchard. 
With respect to the view that seems to have been taken 
in the recent case, that in order to protect the earnings, 
the Legislature must have intended the capital, stock, and 
tools also to be protected, it is sufficient to point out that, 
in the vast majority of cases this follows as a matter of 
course ; the capital, stock, and teols are made or purchased 
by the wife out of her former earnings. But suppose 
-the stock and tools were purchased out of the husband’s 
money, would they then be protected for the sake of the 
earnings? And surely the case last supposed comes 
nearer to the recent case, if we omit the element of the 
husband’s assent, than do the ordinary cases of a wife’s 
separate trading such as we may take it were in the 
contemplation of the Legislature. It seems to us that 
the more the recent case is examined the more neces- 
sary it becomes to base the decision entirely on the 
husband’s knowledge, assent, and concurrence, and, 
therefore the more are we driven away from even con- 
necting it with the Married Women’s Property Act. 





‘THE FOLLOWING are suggestions, the adoption of which, 
in the opinion of the committee recently appointed at 
the meeting of the junior bar, would conduce to the 
despatch of matters at chambers attended by counsel :— 


1. That the practice with respect to counsels’ summonses 

should, as far as possible, be uniform, and should not be 
varied from day to day. 
__ 2. That the hour for counsels’ attendance before the judge 
should be uniform, and should not be before half-past one, 
except on Saturdays, when it should be twelve o'clock ; and 
that at the time for hearing counsel the judge’s room should 
be cleared of the other parties. 

3. That a list for each day should be provided at chambers, 
in which counsels’ summonses, to be heard before the judge, 
should be entered ; and that each day’s list should be open 
for at least two days in advance. 

4. That the list for the day should be posted in some 
conspicuous ase outside the judge’s room, and that 
summonses should be heard in their order on that list, 
subject to an application to the judge in urgent cases, and 
should be marked off on the list as disposed of. 














5. That, when practicable, the names of the counsel who 
are to attend on each side should be entered in the list, 

6. That in addition to the judge’s clerk there should be, 
a official, who should have charge of the list for the 

ay, and of the waiting-room for counsel ; and should gy 
that the gentlemen attending summonses are admitted to the 
judge in their turns. It should also be his duty at the clog 
of each day to post outside the judge’s chambers the list for 
the ensuing day. 

7. That the day’s list should be called over from the 
after each summons has been disposed of, so as to clear- the 
upper part of the list first, if possible. 

8. That there should be a separate list in which cases in. 
volving the oral examination of the parties or witnesses, op 
the reading of long affidavits, should, as a rule, be inserted: 
and which should be taken at a different time from th 
ordinary list. 

9. That some suitable accommodation should be provided 
for counsel in attendance. 

10. That in the absence from judge’s chambers of any 
master of the division to which a case belongs, the 
summons should be heard before a master of any other 
division who may happen to be in attendance. 

11. That, as far as practicable, the same masters should 
attend continuously during considerable periods at judge's 
chambers ; and should be relieved from other datieg op 
their days of attendance there. 

12. That the jurisdiction of the masters at chamben 
should be extended to summonses for discovery, inspection, 
and interrogatories. 

13. That it would be desirable that the judge should 
dispose of the summonses in a room sufficiently larget 
permit the presence of counsel who are waiting to b 
heard ; and we recommend that, if possible, the Hall of 
Serjeant’s-inn should be secured for that purpose. 



































ATTENTION HAS BEEN DRAWN during the past weekt 
one result of the appointment of a new judge of th 
Chancery Division without chambers or chief cletk, 
which must surely have escaped the notice of the framen 
of the scheme. Routine applications usually made ly 
the inexpensive process of summons at chambers wil 
have to be made before the new judge by motion it 
court ; thus, not only is the time of the court wasted in 
disposing of these applications, but the cost to th 
suitors is greatly increased. As a practical illustration 
of this latter result, it may be stated that, in one caw 
transferred to Mr. Justice Fry, the absence of a chambet 
staff has rendered it necessary, in order to obtain further 
time to deliver interrogatories, to give notice of motion, 
and we are informed that this will involve the appearant 
of no fewer than six learned counsel ! 
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The Lords Commissioners of her Majesty's Treasury 
have given notice that clerkships in the Department of 
their Solicitor, to which appointments are allowed tok 
made by the solicitor himself, are included in scheduleB 
of the Order in Council of the 4th of June, 1870. The 
meaning of this is that persons may be appointed 
clerkships who have not been examined by the (il 
Service Commissioners. 


“The Plaintiff's Solicitors” write to the Times :—‘‘Int 
suit now pending it has taken just eighteen months to 
the first inquiry directed by the decree disposed of. 
having been now decided by the court, we required @ 
appointment to proceed on the other inquiries as 
by the Vice-Chancellor. On applying at chambers for # 
appointment before the chief clerk we were informed 
the earliest we could have was on the 5th of June. It thi 
is the state of the business in chambers now, what 
be when the chamber work of the new judge has to be dest 
among the present staff? We ‘wish those in au 
would appreciate how difficult it is for us who have to 
our walling and anxious clients to satisfy them of & 
cause or necessity of such delays.” 
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SOLICITORS ACTING AGAINST FORMER 
CLIENT: 


Tas m under what circumstances a solicitor is 
justified in acting professionally against a former client 
js one of considerable difficulty. When, indeed, such a 
course of action necessarily involves the communication 
ms whose interests are hostile to those of the 
client of information which has been either given 
by him confidentially to, or obtained for him at his own 
by, the solicitor in his professional capacity, it is 
difficult to ‘see how, from a moral point of view, it can, 
under any circumstances, be justified. But it would be 
ridiculous to say that, because a person has once employed 
gaolicitor professionally in some unimportant or com- 
y settled matter, he is to be for ever debarred from 
acting against that person in any future proceeding, even 
though it may not have the remotest connection with the 
matter in which he has been previously employed. _Be- 
tween — two —_. there lies a region of casuistry 
which we 8 not enter. We purpose here 
to discuss only the principles which guide the court 
when asked to exercise its power of interfering by 
injunction to restrain a solicitor from acting against 
a former client, or from voluntarily disclosing con- 
fidential communications. Such interference is, in 
certain cases, as necessary for the protection of the 
public as the doctrine of privilege which prevents a 
professional agg 8g disclosing confidential com- 
munications in evidence. But the two cases were 
istinguished by Lord Eldon in Beer v. Ward (Jac., at p. 
distinguis ; - Jac., at p 
Mien of what, ae come to hia Kuowledgs 
as come is knowledge 
confidentially, it is a great breach of his duty; but there 
is 8 _ xo ad ordering him not to com- 
munica an individual, and ordering him not to 
communicate to a court of 5 ustice by giving evidence; 
for the court knows the privilege of the client, and it 
ow be os for e that the attorney will act 
ly, an aim that privilege, or that, if he 
does not, the court will make him claim it’? On 
that ground a motion that a solicitor might be re- 
trained from disclosing (by the giving of evidence in 
rae ee bd otherwise) circumstances which 
came owledge as solicitor, or clerk to the 
oa the cunnent, was refused. But it may be 
m certain remarks in the judgment that, if 
the motion had been limited to a case ee 9 could only 
be dealt with by injunction, it might have been success- 
ful, and Lord Eldon expressly approved of his previous 
om in Cholmondely v. Clinton. He said :—“ There 
gentleman who had been concerned for Lord Clinton 
discharged himself, and went over to the other side. It 
appeared to me, and to all the judges, that nothing 
could be more dangerous than to permit a solicitor 
employed by A., in a cause between him and B., to 
cs ry willing to retain him, and enter 
ce of B.” 
In Cholmondely v. Clinton (19 Ves. 261) (which was 
in 1815) the defendant moved to restrain W. M. 
from acting for the plaintiff, and from communicating to 
any information relating to the matters in dispute 
had come to his knowledge as solicitor for the 
a. W. M. had been clerk to, and partner with, 
pare 8 solicitor from the commencement of the 
ad bree 4 the i. gy egy of the answer; and 
sult came on for hearing he dissolved 
Partnership, and was retained by the plaintiff. The 
opinion of the judges was taken; and they unanimously 
that a person could not, under such circum- 
stances, he considered as in the situation of a solicitor 
ed by his client; and therefore could not 
become + ad solicitor for the other party in the same 
pe Eldon remarked that “ a most honest man 
changing his situation might communicate a fact 
*ppearing to him to have no connection with the case, 





aad yet the whole title of his former client might 
Upon it.” In 1836 a similar question was / 


raised in Davies v. Clough (8 Sim. 262), where a solicitor, 
whose bill of costs for negotiating and carrying outa 
family arrangement had been considerably reduced om 
taxation, was restrained from acting for the plaintiff in 
a suit to set aside the arrangement in question. Vice« 
Chancellor Shadwell said (p. 267), ‘‘ For my own part E 
cannot conceive anything to be a greater breach of 
professional duty than for a solicitor, first of all, as the 
solicitor of one party, to carry on a negotiation for the 
benefit of that party and have it completed, and, after« 
wards, to act as the solicitor for other parties, in order, 
by his own personal knowledge of the transaction, to 
destroy that which he had done for his former client; 
and that, not because he was discharged by his former 
client, but because he made an exorbitant demand, 
which was resisted and ultimately defeated; so that he 
virtually discharged himself. Such conduct appears to 
me to be such a flagrant breach of duty that the court 
is bound to interfere.’ The partner,of the solicitor in 
question was also restrained, although he had not 
been concerned in the prior transactions. 

These cases were cited and distinguished, in 1848, in 
Parratt v. Parratt (2 De G. & S. 258), where a motion to 
restrain a solicitor, who had previously acted for an 
executor, from acting on behalf of residuary legatees in 
a suit charging the executor with breaches of trust was 
dismissed, without costs. It appeared that the solicitor 
had not acted generally as solicitor to the trust since 
1843, though his partner had. In 1845 he had gone 
through the books and accounts relating to the trust in 
order to advise the executor in relation thereto; in 1846 
he had written to the executor for an account on behalf 
of one of the residuary legatees; and in 1847 he had 
delivered his bill, and brought an action to recover the 
amount, which had been paid. The client, the Vice- 
Chancellor said, had discharged the solicitor. 

The most recent case on the point is Re The Electric 
Power Company, reported in the current number of the 
Weerxty Rerorter, and also ante, p. 520; and, although 
Vice-Chancellor Hall came to the conclusion that the 
motion was not made bond fide, he also considered that 
it could not succeed on the merits. The facts were 
shortly as follows :—Mr. Holmes was employed as solici- 
tor in the formation of the company in March, 1874, and 
was shortly afterwards formally appointed solicitor to 
the company. He attended one or two board meetings, 
but his bill relating to the formation of the company 
was delivered and paid in June, 1874, after which he 
attended no meetings and transacted no professional 
business for the company. On the other hand, the 
company employed another firm to negotiate a loan in 
March, 1876, and in May, 1876, Mr. Holmes acted for a 
debenture-holder who presented a winding-up petition, 
which was dismissed on payment of the debt and costs. 
In February, 1877, he again acted for a petitioner 
against the company, and the Vice-Chancellor refused 
fo restrain him, although it was clear that he had re- 
ceived no information with regard to the company from 
the petitioners, and had not availed himself of sources of 
information which were open to the public. Upon this 
point the Vice-Chancellor remarked, “Some facts may 
have been acquired from private information, but it was 
open to him to obtain them from public sources; and 
I cannot visit this gentleman with the penalty suggested 
merely because he has not consulted the registry which 
was open to him.” The following passage in the judg- 
ment is also worthy of note:—“ But here I think that 
the solicitor should not be considered as having dis- 
charged himself; but, even if I were to take that view, 
I think the matter would still be open to consideration 
whether, upon all the circumstances of the case, there is 
such a connection between the one proceeding and the 
other as to render him incapable of acting for his pre- 
sent clients.” 

From these cases it appears that the court will refuse 
to interfere by injunction if the client has discharged the 
solicitor; but if the solicitor has discharged himself, 
formally or virtually, the question is whether the subse- 
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quent proceedings against the client are either in the 
same matter or intimately connected with it. If they 
are, the court will restrain the solicitor from disclosing 
eonfidential communications with his former client. 








Rebhtews. 


RECEIVERS. 

‘A Treatise on THE Law or Recervers. By James L, 
Hiex. Chicago: Callaghan & Co.; London : Triibner 
& Co. 

‘This is a hook of a high order of merit. It contains 
‘avery copious survey of practice in the United States : 
and is also for the most part, so far as we have tested 
‘it, both full and accurate in stating and illustrating the 
principles upon which our own Court of Chancery pro- 
ceeded. Like some other American text-books, it is 
‘waitten in a clear and easy style, and with considerable 
attention throughout to the rationale of the subject- 
matter. It could, in our opinion, be used with great 
advantage by English practitioners, who would find in 
it far fewer omissions than might be expected, in points 
~where the American practice appears to have diverged ; 
and very little, if any, actual inaccuracy. From our 
point of view there are, of course, certain omissions in 
the book, but they are principally of particular 
English decisions, the principle of which appears to be 
enunciated in the text. For instance, the posi- 
tion of the receiver appointed under a mortgage deed 
(par. 652) might derive illustration from the case of 
Hobczon v. Jones (L. R. 9 Eq. 456); and the view taken 
by Lord Romilly of the non-liability of the inspectors of 
a debtor's estate under an inspectorship deed for the 
-default of their receiver appointed under the deed. So 
on p. 3, where Mr. High justly compares the function 
of a receiver with that of a sheriff, and indicates the 
distinction between them, he might have referred to 
the case of Rock v. Cook (2 Ph. 691) as illustrating the 
distinction. Upon the subject of the displacement of 
trustees by a receiver there is a somewhat peculiar case 
in 22 Beav. of Swale v. Swale, hardly perhaps recon- 
-cilable with the language of the text in sections 693, 718, 
and elsewhere; and which it might have been worth while 
‘to notice. So in treating of the appointment of receivers 
over infants’ estates, if ought to have been stated that 
the receiver will be appointed, according to a decision of 
Sir James Wigram, notwithstanding that the child has a 
testamentary guardian. 

In section 432, Mr. High says, with, as we conceive, 
great accuracy, that a receivership for the protection of 
judgment creditors may properly extend to property of 
any nature in which the debtor has such an interest as 
may avail his creditor. The English case which he 
elects to exemplify this (Hawkins v. Gathercole) is 
rather unfortunate, for it was reversed on appeal. That 
is not very important, except as to the particular 
‘instance ; but Hawkins v. Gathercole is really an author- 
ity for this—which the author would have done well to 
state explicitly—that a receiver cannot be granted, at the 
suit of an incumbrancer, over property which is not 
legally assignable. Mr. High, indeed (par. 311), notices 
@ case in which a receiver of a college fellowship was 
refused; but as to that particular kind of property it 
“would seem from a subsequent decision, and on prin- 
‘ciple, that an assignment is not against public policy, 
and there is therefore no objection to a receivership. 
Mr. High considers (par. 605) that the right of a 
tenant in common excluded by his co-tenant to a receiver 
(apparently of the whole property) is well established. 

The English cases perhaps hardly go so far as this. 

Milbank v. Revett is commented on by Sir John Leach 

in Tyson v. Fairclough, which Mr. High refers to; in 

Sandford v. Ballard and Street v. Anderton the estates 
‘were equitable; and in Searle v. Smales (3 W. R. 437) 
Sir John Stuart seems to have proceeded upon the 
authority of a case in Beavan, in which the only thing 





$< 
done was to appoint:a receiver of the share of an 
We must admit, however, that Mr. High’s statement 
seems to be supported by the American decision which 
he quotes in a note. 

Occasionally, and generally with great advan 
judgments are set out in full. Mr. High exemplifies 
his diligent attention to the latest English authoritigy 
by thus furnishing the entire judgment of Vig. 
Chancellor Malins in Gibbs v. David from the Lay 
Reports for 1875. There is another recent decision 
of the same judge, however, which we do not fing 
referred to in the book, that of Featherstone v. Cook 
(L. R. 16 Eq. 298). Perhaps from the point of view of 
an American practitioner it would not be very im. 
portant; at all events, in one kindred point the American 
courts are bolder than our own, for they will sometimeg 
undertake to conduct, by the machinery of receivers, 
the whole business of railroad undertakings. Curio 
enough, the author, so far as we have perceived, dogg 
not observe upon the difference of our practice in this 
respect. 




















METROPOLITAN BUILDING ACTS. 


Wootrycn’s Merroporiran Buitpine Acts, TOGETHER 
WitH sucH CLAUsEs oF THE Merropotis Manacemant 
Acts, 1855 anp 1862, AND oTHER ACTS AS MORE 
PARTICULARLY RELATE TO THE Burnpine Acts; wim 
Norges AND Forms. Second Edition. By Nox , 
Paterson, Barrister-at-law. Stevens & Sons; H, 
Sweet. 

The first edition of this work was published 
immediately after the passing of the Metropolitan 
Building Act of 1855. In the present edition 
Mr. Paterson has collected the cases which have 
been decided on the Act, and placed them i 
notes to the different sections. He has also added 
certain sections of the Metropolis Management Acts of 
1855 and 1862; the arbitration sections of the Oom 
panies Clauses Act, 1845, and the chief rules of the © 
Metropolitan Board of Works. The notes we have 
examined state accurately the effect of the cases, and the 
work constitutes a very handy and complete manualot 
the Acts. 

















GAME LAWS. 

Oxr’s Hanpy Boox or tae Game Laws. Third Edition 
By J. W. Wiis Buyp, Esq., Barrister-at-law. 
Butterworths. 

Mr. Willis Bund has included the Sea Bird and Wild 
Fowl Acts. Thenew chapter onthe latter subjectsconsists 
of a re-print of the Acts, with occasional notes. We notice 
that Mr. Willis Bund, while pointing out several flaw 
in these Acts, does not observe upon the remar 
provision of the Sea Bird Act (section 2) that “any 
person who shall kill, wound, or attempt to killa 
wound, or take any sea bird . . . shall forfeit and 
pay for every such sea bird so killed, wounded, or taken 
ete such sum of money not exceeding one po! 
&c.—the mere attempt to kill or wound being thus oly 
punishable when it is no longer an.attempt but a com 
pleted act. Mr. Willis Bund has also added a chapter 
on the rating of rights of sporting, which, however, col 
tains little more than sections 3, 6, and 15 of the 
Rating Act, 1874. The cases and statutes are brought 
down to a recent date, and the convenient tabular list of 
penalties has been supplemented by a table of penalties 
for offences as to sea birds, wild birds, and wild fowl. 

































On the 17th inst., in the Exchequer Division, in the oa 
of Toomer v. London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Com 
pany, to which we referred ante, p. 393, Mr. W. 
Harrisop, Q.C., moved for a prohibition to the | 
Commissioners on the ground that they had no jariedict 
to make, and had exceeded their powers in making, Be 
orders the defendant company complained of. The 
granted a rule, 
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General Correspunvence. 


Szotton 15 or Tue Succession Dury Act. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Bhe reasoning of the Master of the Rolls in 
Cooper Vv. Harlech, founded on the second part of the 
15th section of the Succession Duty Act, seems to me to 
pe conclusive and clear notwithstanding the dislocation 
ofa negative in the otherwise accurate report of a long 
impromptu judgment cited by your correspondent “A 
(onveyancer” (ante, p. 556). The contention of the 
purchaser (which the judge upheld) was, it will be re- 
membered, that, although the mortgagees had acquired 
‘spefore the commencement of the Act the power, in the 
.eyent which happened after the Act, of selling the fee in 
possession, the estate for life of Lord Mostyn and the 
reversion in fee of Mr. Thomas Mostyn continued distinct 
for the purpose of taxation until the sale, and if made 
mo difference that the reversion had been purchased (by 
way of mortgage) for value before the Act. This was 
the only question on the first part of the 15th section, 
which the Master of the Rolls refused to qualify as he 
had qualified the 2nd section in Fryer v. Morland. An 
entirely distinct question was then considered—whether, 
when a title to an existing reversion passes as a succession 
(in one of the senses which the word bears in the Act), 
the Crown is entitied, on its falling into possession, to 
one duty only, or to as many duties as there have been 
transmissions of title by way of succession from the 
ast possessor; and, if only to one duty, then on which 
of the successions. It was held that one duty only, 
and that on the last succession, was payable—in other 
words, that the duty is not payable on a given succession 
muless the successor himself, or some person taking from 
him otherwise than by way of succession, becomes en- 
titled in possession. 

There are several parts of this incomplete, ambiguous, 
and contradictory Act from which, as well as from a con- 
‘sideration of its general scope, a vague intention to this 
effect can be inferred, and among them is the second 
part of the 15th section, which part has otherwise no 
bearing on the question in Cooper v. Harlech. The first 
part of the section relates to alienation before the Act of 
& reversionary interest that falls into possession after 
the Act, and its object is to make the duty attach at the 
tate which the original donee would have paid if it had 
not been alienated. The second part relates to trans- 
mission after the Act of title to a succession while it is 
‘still reversionary, and its sole object is to prevent evasion 
or change in the rate of duty. The words are: “ Where, 
after the commencement of this Act, any succession shall, 
before the successor shall have become entitled thereto 
or to the income thereof in possession, have become 
‘vested, by alienation or by any title not conferring a new 
succession, in any other person, then the duty payable in 
Tespect thereof shall be paid at the same rate and time 
#8 the same would have been payable if no such aliena- 
tion had been made or derivative title created.” 

No provision is made for a new succession. Why ? 
Because it is assumed that only one succession is to be paid 
for, and that payment will be made on the new or last 
#uccession under the general provisions in the Act. The 
oo we Rolls accepted this argument, and the 

y by which it was supported (Aftorney- 
General v. Lord Eustace Cecil, 18 W. R. Ry L. Reb 
Ex. 263), but not until he had satisfied himself that the 
Words “not conferring a new succession” must extend 
tb “ alienation” (with which they have not a perfect 
‘grammatical lien) as well as to the immediate antecedent 

any title,” and he concluded that this was so because 
Ro title conferring a new succession could be created 
than by alienation. His lordship’s words are 

ge correctly in the skilfully abridged report in 25 

+ R. 303 :—*T asked what title, not being an alienation, 
there could be not conferring a new succession. No 
€xample was given, except perhaps an escheat.” An 





escheat, however, cannot in any ease create a title 

It is the falling into possession of a title previously 
subsisting in reversion. Whether succession duty 
is payable by the purchaser of a seignory in respect 
of an escheat or by a successor whose title to the 
seignory in possession has accrued before the escheat 
is one of the many questions which the Act has left in 
doubt, for section 26 does not decide it. The Master of 
the Rolls, holding that a purchaser before the Act of a 
reversion which falls in after the Act is chargeable with 
duty, must hold that duty is payable under section 15 
in all cases of escheat. 

It was scarcely necessary to take paius to prove that, 
when several devolutions by way of succession result in 
one change of possession, only one duty can be payable. 
To hold otherwise would be to hold that an heir toa 
reversion must be taxed according to the number of 
descents which have happened since it was created, and 
that the estate of each deceased ancestor is liable for 
the duties, although duty is chargeable only on the 
value of the life interest of the eventual possessor. The 
Legislature has, however, contrived, with the aid of the 
judges, to perpetrate an equivalent absurdity in the 
case of legacy duty (Attorney-General v. Maxwell, 5 
Ir. Jur. N. 8. 150). The use of the second part of the 
15th section in the argument is to show that it is on 
the last succession that the duty is payable. 

The decision is not, as your correspondent suggests, 
“that duty is payable eitheron the original or new suc- 
cession according as the tenant for life or the purchaser 
died first.” The notion of a purchaser does not enter 
into the question. The decision is that the duty is 
payable in respect of the last succession under which the 
title to the possession is derived. In Cooper v. Harlech 
Mr. Mostyn became entitled under his uncle’s will to the 
possession on Lord Mostyn’s death. Lord Mostyn is 
stili living. On his death Lord Harlech, the purchaser, 
would have to pay duty on the last succession (namely, 
from Mr. Cokburne, the vendor's testator) were it not 
that duty on that succession happens to have been paid 
by reason that it was comprised in one gift with a suce 
cession to Lord Mostyn’s life estate, which carried the 
possession. If the vendor, who is tenant for life-under 
Mr. Cokburne’s will, should also die before Lord Mostyn, 
the purchaser will none the more be liable to pay duty 
on Lord Mostyn’s death. The duty paid by the vendor 
on his life interest in possession in an estate in fee will 
then happen to have been paid in respect of a life of 
shorter duration than Lord Mostyn’s; but the duration 
of Lord Mostyn’s life could never enter in the calculation 
of the duty paid upon a succession to a life estate in 
the fee. 

There is nothing more arbitrary or absurd in the 
operation of the rule followed ia Cooper v. Harlech than 
in that of the other rules established by the Act and 
the decisions on it. If A. devises to his son B. for life, 
remainder to a stranger X. in fee, B., on coming into 
possession, pays for duty the value of the estate for his 
own life. On B.’s death, X., if he is living, pays for 
duty the value of the estate for his own life. If X. 
has sold his reversion to P., and P. has sold to Q., who 
is entitled at B.’s death, the duty is ten per cent. on the 
value of the estate for Q.’s life. 

If X. dies before B., having devised to a nephew who 
devises to his own nephew, being a grandson of X., who 
becomes entitled at B.’s death, the duty is three per cent. 
on the life interest of the last devisee. If P., the purchaser 
from X., had allowed the reversion to descend upon his 
son, the duty would have been at one per cent. 

If a succession falls into the possession of an old man, 
the duty, being calculated on his life, is small, and he 
may next day sell to a yourg man without further pay- 
ment. But if he sells the reversion to a young man 
without previously compounding for the duty, the latter, 
on the falling in of the reversion, pays on the value of his 
own life, 

I do not pretend that all this is not grotesquely 
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absurd, but it seems hard to attribute any part of the 
absurdity to the judge who has to put a meaning upon 
such stuff. We have not yet reached one result which 
I admit would be a crowning absurdity, namely, that 
if X., the donee, being a stranger in blood to the settlor, 
devises the reversion to his wife, and it falls in for her 
benefit, she, as the last successor, would be wholly 
exempt from duty (section 18). But if this is not so, 
it is only because by a blunder the Act contains, in 
addition to the main definition of a succession in section 
2, a different one in section 1, viz., ‘‘any property 
chargeable with duty under this Act.” 

The greater part of the judgment in Cooper v. 
Harlech, as reported, is devoted to a question not before 
the judge, which it may be thought the purchaser, who 
had accepted the title and paid his money, would have 
preferred to let rest, and which I venture to suggest 
would, if it had been seriously argued, have been decided 
with reference to considerations not disposed of in the 
judgment. It was the question whether, under distinct 
mortgages by the tenant for life and the remainderman, 
there could be a single sale of the fee in possession. The 
Master of the Rolls made some valuable remarks on the 
cluster of cases of which Rede v. Oakes (13 W. R. 30, 4 
De G. & 8. 505) is the nucleus, and came to the con- 
clusion that, whenever it would be advantageous to all 
parties to sell two distinct interests together, a mortgagee 
stands in the same position as a trustee, and is not only 
entitled but bound so to sell, if only the price can be 
fairly apportioned on the sale or on the division of the 
money. But his lordship added—‘“‘A case might arise 
in which one estate is overcharged, and it might be to 
the interest of the mortgagee to get a larger sum ap- 
portioned to that estate; but that would be a question 
between mortgagor and mortgagee; the purchaser with- 
out notice of the wrong apportionment would be free, 
and the title would be clear.” 

Is not this rather a reason for holding that, where the 
same person has separate mortgages of a life estate and 
a reversion, he must, if he sells both at the same time, 
sell them together (since any other mode of dealing 
would be wasteful), and cannot sell them for separate or 
apportioned prices? There isin such a case no market 
in which the value of the interests separately can be 
ascertained by competition. The purchaser has neither 
interest in the apportionment nor skill to make it—and 
the mortgagee, while equally unqualified as an expert, 
has, if any, a sinister interest. If the apportionment 
can be made between the two mortgagors after the sale 
when necessary, and cannot be made by the mortgagee 
at the sale so as to bind them, it seems clear that such an 
apportionment as was attempted by the mortgagees of 
Lord Mostyn and Mr. Mostyn must be an idle farce. 

Temple, May 24. G. 8. 








New OrNers, Ete. 


THE TREASURY SOLICITOR ACT, 1876. 


Rules to be observed with respect to Moneys and 
Securities coming into the hands of the Solicitor to 
the Treasury, in the administration of estates on 
behalf of the Crown, under the provisions of the 
Treasury Solicitor Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. c. 18). 


1, All Government securities received by or vested in 
the Treasury Solicitor under the provisions of the 
above-mentioned Act shall be carried to a public 
account in the books of the Bank of England, in the 
names of the Treasury Solicitor and the Assistant Pay- 
master-General, for the time being, to be called “The 
Crown’s Nominee Securities Account.” 

The securities standing to the credit of this account 
shall be held by the said officers, subject to the specific 
directions of the Treasury. 

2. All other securities coming into the hands of 
the Treasury Solicitor under the said Act shall be con- 
verted into money. 


— 

3. A'l moneys received by the Treasury Solicitor 
under the provisions of the said Act, and all mo 

from the sale of any of the before-mentioneg 

securities, or from dividends thereon, shal! be paid ts 

the cash account of the Paymaster-General at the Bank 

of England. , 

4, The Paymaster-General shall open cash accounts in 
his books, to be called, respectively, “The Crown's 
Nominee Reserve Account,” and ‘ The Crown’s Nomineg 
Current Account.” 

5. All moneys received by the Paymaster-Generaj 
under r. 3 shall be carried by him to the credit of the 
Crown’s Nominee Reserve Account. 

The payments to be made out of this account shall be 
as follows, viz. :— 

(a.) Payments for securities purchased (if any) for the 
credit of the Crown’s Nominee Securities Account; 
and 

(b.) Payments to the Exchequer on account of 
surplus moneys not required for the purposes of 
the account (as provided in sub-section 2 of 
section 4of the Act). 


From this account will also be transferred to the 
Crown’s Nominee Current Account such sums as may 
from time to time be required to mect other payments, 

All payments and transfers from the Crown’ 
Nominee Reserve Account are to be made upon the 
directions in each case of the Treasury. 

6. All sums payable in respect of the administration 
of estates by the Treasury Solicitor, as Crown’s nomineg 
(and not herein otherwise provided for), including costs 
and other expenses, and all grants of money out of the 
proceeds of such estates shall be paid out of the Crown's 
Nominee Current Account, by orders upon the Paymaster. 
General, to be jointly signed by the solicitor, or by one 
of the assistant solicitors, and the clerk in charge of the 
accounts, or, in his absence, by the person who may be 
deputed to act for him. 


The transfers to the credit of this account to meet 
these payments (as provided in r. 5) will be made from 
time to time upon the Treasury Solicitor’s written ap. 
plication to the Treasury, accompanied by a statementof 
the amount of the balance of the account. 

7. On or before the 31st of March in every year the 
Treasury Solicitor shall prepare, for presentation to 
Parliament (pursuant to section 4 of the Act), an abstract 
account, in a form to be approved by the Treasury, 
showing the receipts and payments of the Treasury 
Solicitor under the said Act in the year ended the 31st 
December next preceding, and specifying in particu 
lar :-— 

(a.) The total amount of moneys and securities 
received in respect of estates coming under the 
administration of the Crown’s nominee. 

(b.) The total payments thereout for debts due from 
such estates, and for costs and expenses. 

(c.) The total payments on account of grants made 
under Royal warrants, or the directions of the 
Treasury. 

(d.) The total payments to the Exchequer o 
account of the Crown’s share of estates. 

(e.) The balances at the commencement and close 
of the year. 

Also, a statement showing the amonnts transferred in 
the year from the accounts of the several estates to the 
account of the Crown’s share; the payments or transfers 
chargeable to the last-mentioned account; and the 
balances of the same. 

Lastly, a balance sheet, showing the liabilities aud 
assets of the Crown’s Nominee Account at the close of 
the year. 

8. The said account, &c., shall be examined o 
audited by such person as the Treasury shall from time 
to time nominate for that duty. 

9. On or before the 3lst March in every year, the 
Treasury Solicitor shall make a report to the Treasury 








of the amounts of all moneys or securities granted 
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any person or persons which, on the 31st of December 
next preceding, shall have remained unclaimed for a 
period of three years and upwards. 

Treasury, April 26, 1877. 





Societies. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society ‘was held on Wednesday, the 
23rd inst., at Clement’s-inn Hall, Strand, Mr. W. Shirley 
Shirley, B.A., inthe chair. Mr. E. H. Pickersgill, B.A., 
opened the subject for the evening’s debate, viz., “That 
the Government Burials Bill does not satisfy the just 
claims of Nonconformists.” An amendment was proposed 
by Mr. Moyle, and seconded by Mr. Simpson, ‘That on 
grounds of charity and conciliation, and not because 
just claims have anything to do with the matter, the burials 
difficulty ought to be settled,’and that the Government 
Burials Bill as it now stands would not effect a satis- 
factory settlement.’”’ The amendment was supported 

Messrs. Hazard, Havergal, Edwards, and Collyer, and 
was opposed by Messrs, Curtis, Dowson, Rubinstein, 
Dean, and Owen, who advocated the justice of the 
claims of the Nonconformists. After a lengthy debate, 
and a summing up by the chairman, the amendment was 
lost, and the original motion was carried by a majority of 
three. 





Appointurents, Ete. 


Mr. Cuartes Grorce Hapen Bec, solicitor, of 
Blackburn, has been appointed Deputy-Coroner for the 
Eastern Division of the County of Lancaster. Mr. Beck 
was admitted a solicitor in Trinity Term, 1853, and was for 
more than ten years town clerk of Blackburn. 


Mr. James Cook, jun., solicitor, has been unanimously 
edected Town Clerk of Bridgewater, in the place of Mr. 
John Hawkey Bingham Carslake, resigned. Mr. Cook has 
been for seven years treasurer of the borough. He was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1864, and is in partnership with Mr. 
Paul Octavius Haythorne Reed, who is clerk to the Bridge- 
water Guardians, the highway board, and superintendent- 
tegistrar, and clerk to the Bridgewater School Board. 


Mr. Frepgrick Gzorce HoBson, solicitor, has been 
eM Clerk to the Beverley Rural Sanitary Authority. 

. Hobson is the son of Mr. Frederick Hobson, clerk to 
the Beverley Board of Guardians. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1872, and is assistant clerk to the guardians 
snd clerk to the Walkington School Board. 


Mr. Wottaston Knocker, solicitor (of the firm of 
E. & W. Knocker), of Dover, has been appointed a Com- 
missioner for Dover and a radius of ten miles to administer 
Oaths in the Court of Chancery in Ireland. 


Mr. Cuartes Lomas, solicitor, of 12, Queen-street-place, 
has been elected Clerk to the Vintners’ Company, in the 
place of his father, the late Mr. G. Lomas. Mr. ©. Lomas 
was admitted a solicitor in 1874. 

Mr, Tuomas Epwarps Parry, solicitor, and town clerk of 
the borough of Conway, has been appointed Clerk to the 
Llangystenin School Board. 


Mr. W. E. Ricuarpson, solicitor, of Birmingham, has 
been appointed a Commissioner for taking the Acknowledg- 
ments of Married Women for Warwickshire; also a Com- 
missioner for administering Oaths for the Court of Chan- 
cery in Ireland; for Affidavits and Acknowledgments for 
the Colony of Bengal; for Affidavits, &c., for the Colony of 
Queensland; for Affidavits, &c., for the Provinces of Quebec 
and oo Canada; and also for the Colony of Cape of 

ope. 

Mr. Humrnrer Woop, solicitor, of Chatham, has been 
§ppointed Deputy-Coroner for the Sittingbourne, Chatham, 

orthfleet, and Isle of Sheppy Division of the County of 
Kent. Mr. Wood was admitted a solicitor in 1863. 








Obituary. 


MR. CHARLES SHAPLAND WHITMORE, Q.¢. 


Mr. Charles Shapland Whitmore, Q.C., judge of the 
Southwark County Court, and recorder of Gloucester, died 
at his residence, 57, Rutland-gate, on the 17th inst., after 
@ lingering illness. The deceased was the eldest son of 
General Sir George Whitmore, K.C.H., of Lower Slaughter, 
Gloucestershire, and was born ic 1805. He was educated 
at Rugby, and at Trinity College, Cambridge, where he 
graduated B.A. in 1827 and M.A. in 1830, and he was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas 
Term, 1830. He selected the Oxford Circuit and the 
Staffordshire and Worcestershire Sessions, and steadily 
acquired a good practice, both on circuit and in London. 
Mr. Whitmore was appointed recorder of Lichfield in 
1849, and held the office till 1852, when he became re- 
corder of Gloucester, and he held the latter office till the 
date of his death. He obtained a silk gown from Lord 
Cranworth in 1855, but had not a very long experience as 
® leader, for in the antumn of the following year he was 
selected to succeed Mr. George Clive as judge of the 
Southwark County Court (Cironit No. 46). Mr. Whitmore 
had acquired the reputation of being one of the most 
efficient judges in the metropolitan district, and his court 
was very often selected for the trial of cases remitted from 
the High Court. He was a sound lawyer, with a faculty 
for clearly sifting facts, and was most kind and courteous 
in his demeanour. Mr. Whitmore served as a member of 
the Judicature Commission. He was a bencher of the 
Inner Temple, & magistrate for Gloucestershire, and lord 
of the manor of Lower Slaughter. He was a man of a 
very charitable and liberal disposition. He re-built the 
church at Lower Slaughter, and alsoerected a new National 
school for the parish, Mr. Whitmore was married to a 
sister of Sir Robert Brownrigg, Bart., and leaves three 
sons, the eldest of whom, Mr. Charles Algernon Whitmore, 
was born in 1851, and was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Hilary Term, 1876. At the Southwark County 
Court on Friday, the 18th inst., Mr. George Sells, deputy 
judge, alluded to the high qualities of the deceased judge, 
and the great loss which the profession and the public 
had sustained. 








At the Guildhall, on Saturday, Leonard Laidman, clerk at 
the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, was charged, 
on remand, before Sir Robert W. Carden, with embezzling 
various sums of money, amounting in the aggregate to more 
than £8,000, the money of his employers. Mr. C. O. 
Humphreys prosecuted; Mr. Horace Avory appeared for the 
prisoner. Mr. Humphreys said that the evidence given on 
the previous occasion related to three sums which the 
prisoner was charged with embezzling—one of £45, and two 
of £29 12s, 6d. each. They were amounts which the prisoner 
had received from tenants of the society. The case of the 
£45 cheque had been completed, and he would now complete 
the charges in the other two cases. Those charges referred 
to rent received from tenants of the society which had not 
been paid over by the prisoner to the treasurer. He would 
complete those cases and then go into three others, one of 
which was that of a cheque for £44 18s. 8d. drawn by the 
society in favour of Mr. Low, their bookbinder, and dated 
the 29th of September, 1876, for his quarterly account, but 
not paid to him. On the 18th of December, 1876, the 
prisoner sold, by order of the council, a large quantity of 
waste paper, which came to £65, The prisoner received a 
cheque for the money, but instead of paying it into the fee 
fund, as he ought to have done, he paid it into another 
account of the institution to make up a defalcation there, 
and the-result was that the society never had the benefit of 
that cheque. When he was about to be given into custody 
the prisoner made out a list of his defalcations with three 
blanks, which he said he could not fill up without the aid of 
certain books, but those he did make up amounted to 
£8,945 19s. Evidence was then given proving the payment 
of the money to tle prisoner, his not accounting for it 
to the society. At the request of Mr. Avory, a letter was 
read from the prisoner’s solicitor to Mr. Humphreys offering 
to give the prosecutors every information the prisoner could 
furnish. Sir Robert W. Cardeu remanded the prisoner. 
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Leqislation of the Week. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
May 17.—Royat Assent. 

The Royal Assent was given by commission to tho 
following Bills, the Royal Commissioners being the Lord 
Chancellor, the Marquis of Hertford, and the Earl of Brad- 
ford :—Customs and Inland Revenue (Duties on Offices and 
Peusions) ; Judicial Proceedings; Rating, Drainage, and 
Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provi-ional Orders ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (Horbury, &c,; Louth and 
East Coast Railway ; Leeds, Roundhay Park, and Osmond: 
thorpe Junction Railway ; Anderson’s College, Glasgow ; 
Girvan and Portpatrick Junction Railway; Shotts Iron 


Company; Glasgow Markets; Kingston-upon-Hull Docks ;_ 


Van Diemen’s Land Company ; Weaver River Navigation ; 
Kelvin Valley Railway; Law Life Assurance Society ; 
Harper’s Patent ; North British Railway (No. 2); North 
British, Arbroath, and Montrose Railway; Rotherham 
Corporation ; and Mackay’s Naturalization. 
Bunrrat Acts ConsoLipATIoN. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
: Bankruptcy Law AMENDMENT. 

This Bill was read a third time. 

then added, and the Bill passed. 


Some amendments were 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
May 17.—Universirtes or OxrorD AND CAMBRIDGE. 
The House went into committee on this Bill, resuming 
the consideration of its provisions at clause 23,—Progress 
‘was reported at clause 57. 


Customs, INLAND REvENvE, AND Savines Banks. 

The House went into comn#ttee on this Bill. 

Mr. Monk moved the insertion of a clause for the aboli- 
tion of stamp duties on appointments to benefices. 

The clause was added to the Bill, and the House re- 
sumed. 

New Forest. 

This Bill was read a second time, and ordered to be 
referred to a select committee. 

CoLontaL FortTIFIcATIONS. 

Lord E. Crcit introduced a Bill to make better provi- 
sion respecting fortifications, works, buildings, and land 
situate in a colony, and held for the defence of the colony. 

Burp anp Dear Mute CuHitpren, 

Mr. WHEELHOUSE introduced a Bill for the education of 

blind and deaf mute children. 





Haw StuYents’ Sournal. 


FINAL EXAMINATION. 


List OF CANDIDATES WHO PASSED THE Finat EXAMINATION 
IN APRIL, 1877. 


Chapman, F. M. 
Chuck, F. W. 
Coggins, Geo. 
Cooper, Wm. 
Craig, R. A. 
Crosse, R. W. 
Crouch, Wm. 
Curtis, Thos. S. 
Dale, Edwd. 
Davies, J. H. 
Dix, H. R. 
Dunn, Wm. 
Dyer, B. A. 
Eason, S. H. 
Edmondson, C. E. 
Elwell, R. R, 
Ellis, Edwin 
Emley, Fredk. 
Evans, J. 
Fenwick, F. B. 
Fereday, H. 
Fitch, C. 
Gatey, T. 


Addy, 8. 0., B.A. 
Alderson, A. C. 
Arthy, A. J. 
Aydon, E. J. 
Barker, A. 
Bailbache, C. M., LL.B. 
Barratt, Percival 
Barrell, W. F. 
Beldam, Wm. 
Benham, 8. J. E. 
Benison, F. H. 
Best, W. H. 

Bird, W. M. 
Black, Geo., B.A. 
Bond, P. 

Bone, EF. E. 
Borrer, A. H. 
Bontflower, C. E, D. 
Bowen, J. E. 
Brewer, A. A. 
Bridger, R. 

Butt, F. L. 
Chandler, D. E. 


Gardner, J. 

Gray, G. G., jun. 
Gresham, C. E. 
Grundy, H. E. 
Hamlyn, W. B. 
Harris, F. J. 
Haworth, Eli 
Hodgson, R. E. 
Holcroft, C., B.A. 
Hollams, E. P., B.A. 
Hood, Thos, 

Hope, T. H. 
Horn, A. F. 
Howe, H. G. 
Hughes, G. 
Hughes, H. H. 
Hughes, J. C. 
Ingoldby, F. J. 
James, R. B. 
Jefferies, Wm. 
Jennings, H. J. 
Jones, J. G. 
Kearsey, W. 8. 
Kempthorne, L. J. 
Kent, A. P. 

King, J. J. 
Laddell, R. W. 
Lane, R. 

Lansdell, J. H. 
Lawrence, R. J. 
Leech, C. D., jun. 
Linklater, F. E. 
Lovibond, Hy., jun. 
Macaulay, A., B.A. 
Malden, A. R,, B.A. 
Marris, Thos., jun. 
Maxfield, A. E. 
Meadows, G. W. 
Negus, Wm. 
Newman, A. A. 
Newman, B. H. 
Nixon, C. M. 
Norman, A. R. 
Norris, R., jun. 


————_—~, 
———_ 


Paisley, Wm. 
Palmer, G. H. 
Parker, H. W. 
Partington, J. E. 
Pasmore, A. S. 
Patteson, J. C., B.A. 
Peake, A. C. 
Peake, H. R. 
Philipps, J. W. 
Pitt, S. 

Potts, F. H., B.A. 
Price, C. F. 

Prior, G. C. 
Pugh, C. F. 
Redfern, S. 
Reeder, Thos. 
Roskell, C. J. 
Rowlands, J. 
Schofield, J. B. 
Sheard, H. H. 
Simonds, A. 
Smart, J. W. 
Smith, R. A. B. 
Smith, R. C. 
Smith, T. E. 
Smythies, F. B. 
Street, G. H. P. 
Stringer, A. E. 
Taylor, C. H. 
Taylor, Geo, A. A. 
Thomas, H. 
Toller, E. P. 
Tyacke, G. A, 
Vachell, F. H. 
Vansittart, A. P. 
Welford, T. W., jun. 
Wells, W. 
Wheldale, J. 
Whitehead, W. H. 
Whitehouse, A. 
Wilcockson, B. 
Williams, S. H. 
Wyatt, A. W. 





Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. 


Monday, 
Tuesday ...... 29 
Wednesday .. 30 
Thursday .... 31 
Friday ..June 1 
Saturday...... 2 


Milne 
Milne 
Milne 


Court oF 
APPEAL. 
May 28Mr. Merivale Mr. King 
Merivale 


Merivale 


— OFTHE yO, Maxims. 


OLLS. 

Mr. Clowes 
Farrer K 
King 
Farrer 
Farrer 
King 





V. C. Bacon, 


Monday, May 28 Mr. Teesdale 
Tuesday ...... 29 Holdship 
Wednesday.... 30 Teesdale 
Thursday .... 31 Holdship_ 
Friday ..June 1 Teesdale 
Saturday...... 2 Holdship 


V.C. Hau. 


Mr, Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 


Trinity Sirtinas, 1877. 
COURT OF APPEAL 
At Lincoln’s-inn and Westminster. 


App.motns.ex pte, 7 § Bkcy. apps, & or, 
apps. frem orders Thursd. .-+. i 
Friday .... 8 


made on interlo- ~ . 
turday .. 
Monday ..11 Appeals. 


cutory motns, & 
Tuesday ..12 
App.motns.ex pa, 
apps. from orderé 
mi 


other apps. 
Wednesday 30., Appeals 

eh on interloc- 
utory motns. 


Thursday +31 {Brey apps. & 
1 
2 
other apps. 


other apps. 
Friday, Jure 
Thursday | 14 = apps. & oth 


TuesdyMay29 


Saturday .. 
Monday .«.. 4 
Tuesday .... 5 


Wednesday 13 
Appeals. 


apps. from crders 
inter- 
locutory motns. & 
other apps. 





Wednesday 6< made on 


fea -motns.expte, 


Friday ....15 
Saturday ..16 
Monday <4 Appeals. 
Tuesdy...019 
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App.motns.expte, 

apps. from orders 

made on inter- 

locutor~ motns. & 
= aan apps. 

Thrsdy «+ +-21 { — other 


Priday eet 
turday .. 
Nentay «25 Appeals. 
Tuesday ....26 


Wednesday 20 


App.motns.ex pte, 
apps. from crders 
made on interioc- 
utory motos, & 
other apps. 


Thursday ..28 {Bkey. apps. & or. 


apps. 
Friday ...-29 

Saturday ..30 
MondayJuly 2 
Tuesday.... 3 


Wednesday.27 


Appeals. 


App.motns.ex pte, 
apps. from ordrs 
Wednesday 4<¢ made on interloc- 
utory motions & 
other apps. 


Bkey. apps, &othr 
Thursday ... 5 a 


Friday .... 6 
Saturday ... 7 
Monday...... 9 
Tuesday....10 


Appeals, 


App. mots. expt, 
apps. ‘rom orders 
made on interloc- 
utory motns, & 
other apps. 

Bkey. apps. & or. 
apps. 


Wedsdy.....11 


Thursday ..12 { 





Friday......13 
Saturday ..14 
Monday .. ..16 
Tuesday ....17 
App. motns.expte, 
apps. from orders 
made on inter- 
locutory motions, 
and other apps. 


Thursday ..19 poy apps. & or. 


Appeals, 


Weinesday. 18 


oa 000020 
aturday ..21 
Monday.... 23 baer 
Tuesday.o0024 
App. mots. ex pte, 
apps. from orders 
Wednesday..25 ¢ made on interlo- 
cutory motns., & 
other apps. 
Thursday ..26 bere § » apps. & or. 
apps. 
Friday ....27 
Saturday ...28 
Monday....80 
Tuesday.... 81 


Appeals. 


App. mots, ex pte 
apps. from orders 
Wedsdy Aug 1¢ mada on _ inter- 
locutory mots., & 
other apps. 
Thursday .. 2 Bkey. apps. & or 
; 3 Capps. 
Eee cw eves 4 
aturday .. 
Menten ~ 2. 6 ¢ Appeals. 
Tuesday .... 7 
App. mots. ex pte. 
apps. from orders 
made on interlo- 
cutory mots, & or 
apps. 


Wednesday., 8 


N.B,—Lunacy Petitions will be taken every Saturday during the 
sittings. ; 


—_—_—— 


HIGH €OURT 


OF JUSTICE. 


CHANCERY DIVISION. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
At the Rolls House. 
Tuesdy May29..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Wednesday..30 
Thrdy......3! > General paper. 
Friday June 1 
Pets, ,sht. causes, 
Saturday.... 2{adj. sums., and 
wm pa. . 
Adj. sumns. 
Monday .... 4 fog pa. 
Tuesday.... 5 
Wednexday. et General paper. 
Thursday ., 7 
Friday .... 8..Motns. & gen. pa. 
( Pets., sht causes 
Saturday .. 9{ Adj. sums. & gen, 
a 


pa. 
Monday ....11 128. sums, & gen, 


Tuesday....12 

Wednesday..13 General paper. 

Thursdy....14 

Friday ....15..Moins. & gen. pa. 
Petns., sht. caus., 

Saturday 6 fa sumns,, and 
gen. pa. 

Monday .,..18 fog sums. & gen. 


Fee oe0el9 

nesday..20 > General paper. 

Torsdy. ....21 _ 

Friday .... 22..Motns, & gen. pa, 
Pets., eht. caus., 

Saturday ..232 adj. sums. & gen. 


pa. 
Monday... 25 { mn sums & gen, 


Paseday «26 
ednesday..27 } General er 
Thursday -..98 al 
day ....29..Motns & gen pa. 
Petns, sht causes, 
Saturday ..30 3 adj. sumns., and 
gen. pa. 
MondayJuly 2 { a sums. & gen, 
Tnesday.... 3) 
nesday. 4} General r. 
Thurday’.. 5 ~— 
Friday 4... 6.,Motns. & gen. pa. 
jae, eht causes, 
Saturday ... 7) adj. sumne, and 


gen. pa. 
Monday ...... 9 ong sums & gen. 


Tuesday .,.10 

Wedsdy ....11 ¢ General paper, 

Thursday ..12 

Friday......13..Motns & gen pa. 
Pets, sht causes, 

Saturday ..14¢ adj. sumns, and 
gen. pa. 


Monday ....16 ee sume, 


gen pa. 
Tuesday ....17 
Wednesday..18 } General paper. 
Thursday ..19 
Friday ....20..Motns. & gen. pa. 
Pets., sht. caus. , 
Saturday .. 21{adj. sums, and 
gen. pa. 
— sums. & gen. 
pa. 


and 


Monday.....23 


Tuesday....24 

Wednesday..25 > General paper. 

Thursday ..26 

Friday ......27..Mtns, & gen. pa. 
Pets., sht. caus., 

Saturday ..28 adj. sums. & gen. 


pa. 
Monday....30 nag sums. & gen. 


Tuesday...-31 
Wedsdy,Aug 1 
Thursday .. 2 
Friday...... 3..Motns. & gen. pa. 

Pets., sht. caus., 
Saturday ... 4{adj.sume., & gen. 


General paper. 


Monday .... 6 
Tuesday.... 7 
Wednesday.. 8 


remaining pets., 
adj. sums., and 
gen, pa. 


N.B.—The days, if any, on which 
the Master of the Rolls shall be 
engaged in a court of appeal 
are excepted. 

Causes and actions in which wit- 
nesses are to be examined be- 
fore the court will be taken on 
Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and 
Thursdays, and causes and ac- 
tions without witnesses will be 
taken on Mondays; but when 
the list of causes and actions 
without witnesses is exhausted, 
causes and actions with wit- 
= will be taken nn. Mondays 


pa. 
Remaining mots., 





also. 
Further Considerations will be 


taken as part of the General 

Paper in priority to Original 

Causes which have not already 

appeared in the paper. 
 Unopposed petitions must be 
presented, and copies left with the 
secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it is intended they 
should be heard; and any cause 
intended to be heard asa short 
cause must be so marked ia 
the cause-book at least one clear 
day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard, 
and the necessary papers must 
be left in conrt with the 
judge’s officer the day before 
the cause is to be put in the 
paper. 


Vv. C. Stk RICHARD MALINS. 
At Lincoln’s-inn. 
Tuesdy May29..Motns & gen. pa, 
eee ais General paper 


Thursday ..31 
Fiiday June 1 a pets. 


Saturday .. % he sums. & gen. 
Monday.««. 4 
Tuesday .. 5? General paper. 
Wednesday. 6 
Thursday .. 7..Motns & gen pa, 

" Sht. causes, pets. 
Friday eoce 8 & gen, pa. 9 


Sgturday .. 9 Pana sums. & gen. 


Monday....11 

Tuesday....12 > General paper, 

Wednesday 13 

TeaenS.o--18. ome & gen. pa. 
. ht. causes, pets., 

Friday ....15 & gen pa. 

Saturday ..16 = sums. & gen. 

Monday....18 

Tuesdy ....19 > General paper. 

Wednesday 20 

Thursd ....21..Motns. & gen. pa. 

Sht. causes, petns. 

& gen. pa. 

Adj sumns and 

gen paper 


Friday ....22 { 


Saturday ..23 { 


Monday ...-25 
Tuesday ac} General paper. 
a a Mtns. & gen. pap 
arsday.. 28..Mtns. 5 : 
Friday ..0.80 { SBt- cant Rota, & 
Saturday ..30 ty sums & gen. 
MondayJuly 2 
Tuesday.... 3} General paper. 
Teed. §-Sieee. 
rsday.... 5..Motns. & gen. pa. 
Sht. causes, pets. 
Friday ...... 6 Sadly “egy 
Saturday .. 7 { hg sam, & gen. 


Monday .... 9 

Tuesday cao} General paper. 

Wednesday..11 

Tharsday ..12..Mots. & gen, pa. 
Sht. b 

Friday......13  Tpeennai pets. 


Saturday ..14 { ~g sums. & gen 


Monday ....16 

Tuesday....17 $ General paper. 
Wednesday. .18 

Thursday ..19,.Mots. & gen. pa. 


Friday......20 { Sit. qnaes' FOS., 


& gen. pa. 
Saturday al sums, & gen. 
Monday ......23 


Tuesday .. cat General paper. 
Wednesday..25 
Thursday ..26,..Mots. & gen. pa. 
: Sht. caus., pets., 
Friday......27 } & gen. pa. P 
Saturday ..28 { — sums. &gen. 
Monday ......30..Mots. & gen. pa. 
Tuesday....31 
WednesyAug | 
Thursday .. 2 
Friday...+.. 3 
Saturday .. 4/ Remaining mots., 
Monday .... 6>remaining pets., 
Tuesday .... 7) & adj, sums. 
Wednesday.. 8 


Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 


General paper. 





Paper in priority to Original 








Causes which have not already 
appeared in the Paper. 

Any cause intended to be 
heard as a short cause must be so 
marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper 
to be so heard, and the neces- 
sary papers must be left in 
court with the judge’s officer 
the day before the cause is to 
be put into the paper. 

V. C. Sin JAMES BACON, 
At Lincoln’s-ian. 

. Motns.,adj. sums, 
Tuesday May29 { & gen. pa 
Wednesday.30 
Thorsday ...31 


Friday June | 
Saturday .. 2 oon caus.& 


Mondsy .. 4..In Bankruptey. 
Tassday .- rH} General paper. 


Wednesday " 
Motas., adj. sms 
Thurd .e.. 7 & gen. pa. 
Friday.... 8..Genera! paper. 
Petns., sht. caus. 
Saturday... 9 & gen pa. 
Monday....11..In Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday....12 1 
Wednesday.13} General paper. 
Motns., adj. sums. 
Thurs, ....14 & gen. pa. 
Friday ....15..General paper. 
Petns., sht, caus, 
Saturday ..16 { & gen ‘pa. 
Monday ....18..In Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday....19 
Wednesday 20} General paper. 
Motns., adj. sums, 
Thurs.......21 {ood pene 
Friday -...22,.General paper. 
Petns. sht. caus. 
Saturday * 23 { Ayana 
Monday .--.25..1n Bankruptcy. 


Tuesday......26 
Wednesday..27 } General paper. 


Thursday ...23 Mts. adj. sums. & 
en pa 


Friday ....29,.General paper. 
Pets. sht. causes, 
Saturday ..30 & om. De. 
MondayJuly 2..In Bankruptcy. 
Wetamtay * i} General paper. 
Motns, adj. sums 
Thursday .. 5 iz gen. pa. ° 
Friday....... 6..General paper. & 
+ { Pets ,sht. caus. 
Saturday .. 7 gen. Da. 
Monday .... 9,.In Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday ....10 
Wednesday..11 } General paper. 
( Mots., adj. sums., 
Thursday ..12 1& gen. pa. 
Friday ......13..General paper. 


bt. Ss. 
Siturday ood Tanne sit 3 


Genera! paper. 


& gen. pa. 
Monday ....16..In Bankruptcy. 


Tuesday.. ia General paper. 


Wednesday..18 
Mots., acj. sums. 
Thursday ..19 {y gene pa. 


Friday.....-20..General paper. 
Pets., sht. caus, 

Saturday....2! {< ade pa. 

Monday ....23..In Bankruptcy. 

o ooo 

Welenuiag 254 General paper. 
Motns. adj. su ms 

Thursday ..26 { & gen. pa. 

Friday ..e+.027.. ere 
Pets,, sht. caus. 

Saturday ..28 { & gen. pa. ” 

Monday ....30..In Bankruptcy. 

Tuesday....31 bana adj. sums. 


& gen. pa. 

Wednes Aug 1 

Thursday .. 2} General paper. 

Fridav...... 3 

Saturday .. 4] Remaining mots, 

Monday .... 6 }remaining pets, 

Tuesday .... 7) & adj. sums, 

Wednesday.. 8 

Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper, in priority to Original 
Causes — have not already 
appeared in the paper. 

an cause intended to be 
heard as a ehort cause must be 
so marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be putinthe paper to 
be so heard, and the neces- 
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sary must be left in 
court Pith, the judge’s officer 
the day before the cause is to 
be put into the paper. 


VY. C. Sir CHARLES HALL, 
At Lincoln’s-inn. 
TuesdayMay29..Motns. & gen. pa 
Wednesday 30 General va 
Thursdy .. 31  seaiia 
Friday June 1..Pets. & gen. pa. 
Sht. causes, adj. 

Saturday .. 2 penal &gen. pa. 
Monday.... 4 


Tuesday.... 5} General paper. 
Wednesday. s} _ 
Thursday .. 7..Motns, & gen. pa, 
Friday .... ggg & gen. pa. 

ht. caus, adj, 
Batarday ... 9 eal & gen. pa. 
Monday ..11 


Tuesdy.....12 } General paper. 

Wednesday,13 

Thurs. ....14,. Mtns. & gen. pa. 

Friday cose Pese eae & gen, pa. 

Sht. causes, ad. 

Saturday ..16 endl gen. pa. 

Monday....18 

Tuesday....19} General paper 

Wedsdy....20 

Thrsdy ....21..Motns, & gen pa, 

Friday aero & gen. pa. 
en ort caus., adj. 

Catardsy -*9 ) sums, & gen. pa. 

Bionday .... 25 

Tuesday ....26 > General paper. 

Wednesday 27 

Thursday ..28..Mtns.& gen, pa. 

Friday ....29..Pets & gen pa. 


Saturday ..30 . causes, adj. 


sums, & gen pa. 
MondayJuly 2 
Tuesday.... 3{ General paper. 
Wednesday.. 4 
Thursday .. 5..Motns. & gen. pa: 
Friday .... 6..Petna & gen. pa. 


Saturday .. io caus., adj. 


sums,, & gen. pa. 
Monday .... 9 wicks ais 
Tuesday....10 
Wednesday .11 
Thursday ..12..Mots. & gen. pa. 
Friday eee & gen, Pe. 
Sht. caus., adj. 
Saturday ..14 oll & gen. pa. 
Monday ....16 


Tuesday....17 General paper. 
Wednesday 18 

Thursday ..19..Mots. & gon. pa. 
Friday ....20..Pets, & gen. pa. 


Sht. caus., adj. 
Saturday ..21 so & gen, pa. 
Monday ....28 


Tuesday....24 > General paper. 
Wednesday. 25 

Thursday ..26..Mots, & gen. pa. 
Friday ....27..Pets, & gen. pa. 


Sht. caus., adj. 
Saturdsy ..28 sums., & gen. pa. 
Monday ....30 


Tuesday....31 > General paper. 

Wednes,Aug 1 

Thursday .. —— & Ren. . 
. ets, remaining 

Friday ..- 3 {ore ena. sums, 

Sht. . caus., re- 

maining. pets.,re- 

Saturday .. 4 maining motns., 

& adj. sums. 

Monday .... 6) Remaining peti- 

Tuesday ..e¢ 7} tions, remaining 
ednesday.. 8 ) mots.,&adj.sums. 

Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper ia priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the paper. 

Any cause intended to be 
heard as a short cause must be se 
marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 


General paper. 


‘Monday.... 9 








same can be put in the 
paper to be 80 —— the 
necessary papers m 

in court with the judge’s 
oficer theday before the cause 
is to be put into the paper. 


Mr. Justice FRY, 

At Lincoln’s-inn. 
Tuesdy,May29.. Mots. & gon, pa. 
Wednesday..30 
Thursday ..31 > General paper. 
Friday, Jone 1 
Saturday .. 2 


sian & gen pa. 
Salar... : General paper. 


Wednesday... 6,.Mots. & gen. pa. 
Thursday .. 7 } General paper. 


Friday .... 8 preennggit 
ets., short caus., 
Saturday .. 9 & gen. pa. 


Testey. . : 12} General paper. 


Wednesday..13..Mots. & gen. pa. 


Thursday ..14) 
Fiiday ....16 9 feneral paper. 


Saturday ..16 Pape short caus, 


gen. pa. 
Tuesday... .19 | deneral pa per. 


y 
Wednesday..20..Mots, & gen. pa. 


Th hey 
Fedap ae } General paper. 


Saturday ..23} =e short caus., 


gen. pa. 
Monday ....25 
Tuesday....26 General paper. 


Wednesday..27.eMotns. & gen.pa. 
Thursday ..28 } General paper. 


Friday ....29 m one 
‘ ete., short caus. 
Saturday 30} eter 


— : General paper. 
baer ga 4..Motns. & gan. pa 
Thursday .. 5 

Friday .... ef General paper. 


Saturday .. 7 nthe caus, 


Tuesday....10 } General paper. 
Wednesday..11..Mots. & gen. pa. 


Thursday ..12 
Friday y oi} Generel paper. 


Saturday ..14 { Pets, sht. claus., 


& gen. pa. 
Monday ....16 
Tue:day....17 General paper. 


+ ce So a *. & gen. pa. 

hursday ..19 

Friday dee General paper. 
pee sht. caus., 


Pets., short caus., 


Saturday ..21 & gen. pa. 
Monday .....23 
Tuesday....24 General paper. 
Wednesday..25..Motns, & gen. pa. 
jaar : “at General paper. 
Saturday ..28 ene sara 
Monday ....30 

Tuesday....31 } General paper. 
Wednes. Aug 1..Motns. & gen. pa. 
Friday "7=.2 34 General paper. 
Saturday .. DY pe Prag caus., & 


Monday .... 4 Remainiag mots., 


Tuesday.... 7} remaining pets., 
Wednesday.. 8) & gen. pa. 


Any cause intended to be heard as 
a Short Oause must be so 
marked in the Cause Book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to 
be so heard, and the necessary 
papers must be left in court with 
the judge’s officer the day before 
the cause is to ba put into the 
paper. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
TuespayY, May 22, 1877. 
Reeves, Herbert Williams, and Edmund Whitelock Reeves, 31, Essex 


st, Strand, Solicitors. May 12 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Turspay, May 22, 1877. 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 
South of France Pottery Works Syndicate.—V.C. Bacon has fixed June 
1 at 12, at his chambers, as the time and place for the appointment 


of an official liquidator 





———— 
Lutrep 1n CHANCERY, 

Barbados Gas Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented 
May 15, d to be heard before the M.R. on June 2, Lewig 
and Co, Old Jewry, petitioners 

Barkway (Hertfordshire) Gas Company, Limited.—The M.R. has, by 
an order dated April 26, appointed Richard Rabbidge, King st, 
Cheapside, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or bee 
fore June 22, tosend their names and addresses, and the particularg 
of their debts or claims, to the above. Friday, July 6, at 11.30, ig 
appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Leyton Park and East Metropolitan Cemetery Company, Limited. 
Petition for winding up, presented May 15, directed to be heard 
before V.C. Hall on June !. Lowless and Co, Martin’s lane, Cannon 
st, solicitors for the petitioner 

South Durham Iron Company, Lim\ted.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented May 22, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on June l, 
Bower and Cotton, Chancery lane, solicitors for the petitioners 

* County Pauatine of LANCASTER. 

North Lonsdale Deposit Bank, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pree 
sented April 26, directed to be heard before the V.C., at 6, Stone 
buildings, Lincoln’s inn, on Monday, June 4, at 10.30 (and not on 
May 28, as previously advertized). Plant and Abbott, Preston, 
agenis for Bradshaw, Barrow-in-Furness, solicitor for the petitioner 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Touxspay, May 22, 1877. 
Denbigh, Henllan, and Lianrhaiadr Original Female Friendly Society, 
Golden Lion Inn, Denbigh, May 15 : 
Poplar and Blackwall Sick and Burial Society, Sun and Sawyers, High 
st, Poplar. May 18 
Bankrupts. 
Fripay, May |8, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Baines, Frederick, Craven house, Bayswater terrace. Pet April 25, 
Spring-Rice. May 29 at 1 
Creecy, Charies, South Island place, Clapham rd, Timber Merchant, 
Pet May 16. Spring-Rice. June 5 at il 
Phillips, Nathaniel, Fore st, Cripplegate, Furrier. Pet May 15, 
Hazlitt. June 1 at 11 
Rothwell, James Bagg, Essex rd, Islington, Cabinetmaker. Pet May 
15. Hazlitt. May 30 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Barrett, Caleb Henry, Chippenham, Wilts, Importer of Oriental Goods, 
Pet May 15. Smith. Bath, May 29 at lt 
Curtis, James Thomas, Bristol, Salt Merchant. PetMayl5. Harley, 
Bristol, June 4 at 2 
Davenport, James, and Thomas Holliday, Astbury, Stone and Cement 
Company. Pet May 16. Mair. Macclesfield, May 30 at 11 
a Shetfield, Draper. Pet May 16. Rodgers. Sheffield, 
May 30 at 
Gray, William Thomas, Birmingham, Brush Manufacturer. Pet May 
15, Coe. Birmingham, June 8 at 2 
Lawson, William, Liverpool, Butcher, Pet “May 14. Bellringer. 
Liverpool, May 29 at 12 
Parke, Charlotte Elizabeth, Liverpool. Pet May 14. Bellringer. 
Liverpool, May 29 at 12 
Rayner, William, Westerleigh, Gloucester, Farmer. Pet May 16. Hare 
ley. Bristol, June 6 at 2 
Smallwood, John, and Henry Smallwood, Kidsgrove, Stafford, Musical 
Instrument Dealers. Pet May 12, Tennant. Hanley, May 30 atil 
Turspay, May 22, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Brown, Michael Henry, Long lane, Smithfield, Licensed Victualler, 
Pet May 15. Hazlitt. June 6 at 12.30 
Bruckner, Augustus, Hatcham rd, Old Kent rd, Band Sawyer. Pet 
. May 17: Pepys. June 6at 12.30 
Wallace, Alfred Henry, Blackfriars rd, Picture Frame Maker, Pet 
May 17. Pepys. June 5 at 12.30 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Ditchburn, John, North Shields, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 18. 
Mortimer. Newcastle, June 9 at1l 
Everitt, William, Birmingham, Draper. Pet May 15. Cole. Birming- 
ham, June 8 at 3 
a | we Derby, Gardener. Pet May 17. Weller. Derby, June 
a 
Gentle, John, Liverpool, Oil Merchant. Pet May 18. Bellringer. 
Liverpeol, June 4 at 12 
Heim, Charles Mungo, Staple hill, Gloucester, Surgeon. Pet May 16, 
Harley. Bristol, June 5 at 2 
Mellor, James, Manchester, Silk Tie Manufacturer. Pet May 17. 
Lister. Manchester, June 11 at 10.30 
Swain, James, Rochdale, Builder. Pet May 18. Tweedale. Oldham, 
June 7 at 11.30 
Thompron, Jacob Baynes, Wraysbury, Buckinghamshire, Mctallurgist. 
Pet May 19. Darvill. Windsor, June 9 at 1: 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Turspax, May 22, 1877. 
Elkington, Thomas, Golden lane, Builder, May 18 
Porritt, Daniel, Henry Porritt, and Jonathan Porritt, juo, Rradford, Top: 
Makers. May 18 
Smith, William, Great Grimsby, Fish Curer. May 10 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, May 18, 1877. 
» Christopher, Gateshead, Durham, Commis:ion Agent. June 

4 at 11 at offices of Hodge and Harle, Union chambers, Grainger st 

west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Appleton, William, Bradford, Fishmonger. May 28 at 3 at offices of 

Haigh, Piece Hall chambers, Bradford ; 
Bailey, Henry, Southampton, out of business. June 2 (not the 3rd of 

June, as advertized in the Gazette of the 15th inst) at 12 at offices of 

Guy, Albion terrace, Southampton 


And h eft 








ee ee ee ee ee n,n 





May 26, 1877. 





THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 





583 














Bainbridge, Thomas Young Cam l, Farnham, Surrey, Gent. June | Knight, Theodore Herbert, Teignmouth, Devon, Marble Mason. June 
sat ofices of Lewis and Co, Old Jewry Ws 1 at 12 at offices of Toby, Castle st, Exeter 
Barwick, John Stephen, Aston, Warwick, t. June 8 at2at | Lane, Josiah John, Cheltenham, Sawyer. June 1 at 3 at offices of 
anol ene ey Tee at Pinca, Ci ercial Clerk. eden eee tet ta uses ion. June 7 at 3 at offices of 
omas, 8 om m. 3 r, ctory oecupation. 
May 29 at? at offices of Chapman and Co, Basinghall st Smith, Great St Helen's. ‘Brodribb, Great St Helen’s 


lis, Henry, Leamington, Warwick, Dealer. May 28 at 3 at 

gp oy of Overell, Warwick st, Leamington 

Blackburn, Edward, Bassaleg, Mon, Builder. May 31 at 12 at offices of 
Gibbs, Tredegar place, Newport 

Blackburn, Joseph, Huddersfield, York, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. 
June 6 at 3 at the George Hotel, John William st, Huddersfield. 
Brook and Co, Huddersfield 

Burley, George, St George’s, Gloucester, Potato Dealer. May 26 at 11 
at offices of Meeres, Nicholas st 

Burten, Isaac Birkhead, Ulverston, Lancashire, Tobacco Dealer. June 
J at 11 atthe Temperance Hall, Ulverston. Atkinson, Ulverston 

Calverley, William, Bristol, Gent. May 29 at 2 at offices of Grace, 
Royal Insurance building, Corn st, Bristol. Jaques 

Cattle, Robert, jan, Pocklington, York, Common Brewer. May 30 at 
12 at offices of Crumbie, Stonegate, York 

Chappell, Henry, Whitchurch, Hampshire, Silk Weaver. June 2 at 2 
at offices of Evans and Eagles, John st, Bedford row 

Chel], John William, Langley, Worcester, Grocer, May 29 at 3 at the 
Talbot Hotel, Oldbury. Hayes, Halesowen 

Cook, Samuel Frederick, and William Henry Cook, Redhill, Surrey, 
Builders. May 3) at 11 at offices of Morrison, Cannon st 

Cooper, James, Southampton, Wood Dealer. June 1 at 3 at offices of 
Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 

Copland, Patrick, and William Copland, Mitre st, Aldgate, Commission 
Agents. June 4 at 2 atl, Queen Victoria st. Ryan, Lincoln’s inn 
fields 

Cousens, Richard, Bishopstone, Wilts, Grocer. May 30 at 11 at offices 
of Kinneir and Tombs, Corn Exchange, High st, Swindon 

Cox, Thomas, Walsall, Stafford, Baker. May 31 at 11 at offices ot 
Stanley, Bridge st, Walsall 

Coxhead, Robert, Wolverhampton, Stafford, out of business. May 28 
at 3at offices of Willcock, Queen’s chambers, North st, Wolverh- 
ampton 

am. Joseph, Malvern Welis, Worcester, Draper. Junel at 2 at 
offices of Woof and Caldicott, Exchange chambers, Angel st, Worces- 


ter 

Cro, Thomas, Ashdon, Essex, Builder, May 30 at 11 at offices of Peed 
and Turner, Benet st, Cambridge 

Davies, John, Penyfford, Flint, Provision Dealer. May 30 at 2 at 
offices of Nordon and Mason, Bridge st row east, Chester 

Davies, Richard, Aberdovey, Merioneth, Draper. June 2 at 4 at the 
Dovey Hotel, Aberdovey. Jones 

Dobson, Thomas Wrigglesworth, Wakefield, York, Innkeeper. May 29 
at 11 at offices ot Fernandes, Cross sq, Wakefield 

Ellis, William, Great Queen st, Lincoln’s inn fields, Licensed Victualler. 
May 24 at | at offices of Dixon and Co, Bedford row 

Florey, Fenry, Ealing, Middlesex, Grocer. June 1 at 12at offices of 
Dixon and Co, Bedford row 

Flower, William Jobn, Norwich, General Warehouseman. May 29 at 
offices of Sadd and Linay, Theatre st, Norwich 

Glover, Joseph, Wolstanton, Stafford, Beerseller, May 28 at 3 atoffices 
Lieweilyn and Ackrill, Piccadilly st, Tunstall 

Gordon, Allan, Chepstow villas, Bayswater, no occupation, May 28 at 
3 at offices of Wontner and Son, Cloak lane, Cannon st 

Grabham, Edward, Cranham, Gloucester, Miller. June 1 at 4at offices 
of Stephers, Lansdown, Stroud 

Hale, William Abraham, and Luke Standing, West Bromwich, Stafford, 
Tronfounders. May 31 at 3,30 at offices of Maher and Poncia, Temple 
st, Birmingham 

Hay, William, Bridgewater, Somerset, Licensed Victualler. May 28 
at 8 at offices of Chapman, King sq, Bridgwater 

Hibbitt, Charles, Birmingham, Painter. May 31 at 12 at offices of 
Ladbury, Newhall st, Birmingham 

Hill, Uriah, Old Swinford, Worcester, Grocer. May 26 at 11 at offices 
of Wall, Union chambers, Stourbridge 

Hind, John, Calverton, Nottingham, Framework Knitter. June 8 at 
12 at offices of Williams, jun, Poultry arcade, Nottingham 

Holder, John, and Thomas Middlebrook, Bradford, Agents. May 30 
at 11 at offices of Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 

Hook, Richard, Chalford Hill, Gloucester, Butcher. June 4 at 3 at 
offices of Witchell, Landsdown, Stroud 

Hopkins, William, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Grocer. Juno 2 at 11 at 
offices of Howell, Stepney st, Lianelly 

Houghton, Richard, Manchester, Surgeon Dentist. May 29 at 3 at 
offices of Smith, King st, Manchester 

Houssepain, Maxoud Garabet, Manchester, Merchant. June 5 at 3 at 
the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester, Boote and Edgar, 
Manchester 

Huff, James, Blackheath rd, Greenwich, Photographer. June 4 at 2 
at 1, Gresham buildings, Guildhall. Lockyer, Deptford Bridge 

Jefferys, Thomas, and Charles Jefferys, Swansea, Provision Mer- 
chants. May 31 at 11 at offices of Smith and Oo, Cambrian place, 


wansea 
Jeffries, Walter Thorn, Mark lane, Wine Merchant. June 4 at 1 at the 
Cannon st Hotel. Rhodes and Son, Chancery lane 
Johnson, Frederick, Brailsford rd, Water lane, Brixton, Builder. May 
29 at 11 at the Guildhall Tavern, Guildhall yard, Gresham st. 
Wade, Clifford’s inn 
Jones, Charles, Wolverhampton, Commercial Traveller. June 2 at 11 
at offices of Langman, Charch st, Bilston 
osling, George Frederick, Chantry rd, Brixton, no business. May 31 
at 2 at offices of Pannell and Co, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st. 
Brown, Basinghall st 
Jullien, Henry James, Balsall Heath, Worcester, Hair Pin Manu- 
Sg raed — 1 at 11 at offices of Hornblower and Hadley, Waterloo 
goam 
Kean, James, Middleton, Lancashire, Joiner. June 4 at $ at offices of 
Burton, King st, Manchester 
Keighley, John, Bradford, Plumber. May 29 at 11 at the Talbot Hotel, 
kgate, Bradford. Singleton, Bradford 
Kenny, John, Liverpool, Veterinary Surgeon, May 81 at 2 at offices 


ot Sheen and Broadhurst, North Jobn st, Li le 
rag Toone > t, Liverpool. Brabner and 





Liddell, James Henry, Sheffield, out of business, May30 at 11 at offices 
of Esam, George st, Sh d 

Litster, Alexander, Manchester, Tailor. June 1 at 11 at the Swan 
Hotel, Pool st, Manchester 

Lupton, John, Gateshead, Durham, Clothier. May 26 at 11 at offices 
of Von Dommer, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

af George, Lowestoft, Smack Owner. May 30 at 11 at offices of 
Hill and Watts, Denmark rd, Lowestoft 

Marshall, Henry Pightling, Blackwater, Hants, Gent. May 23 at 2 at 
offices of Angell and Imbert-Terry, Gresham st 

Mead, Edward, Middlesborough, General Dealer. May 25 at 10.30 at 
offices of Wilkinson, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 

Nicholson, James Hurnan, Bradford, Auctioneer. May 31at3 at offices 
of Rhodes, Manor row, Bradford 

Organ, Ephraim, Woodmancote, Gloucester, Common Brewer. 
5 at 3 at offices of Francillon, Dursley 

Proter, Enoch, Burslem, Coal Dealer. May 28 at 11 at offices of Tom- 
kinson and Furnival, Hanover st, Burslem 

Richardson, Thomas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. May 30 atl at 
offices of Wilson, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Rogers, William Gifford, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Jeweller. May 26 
at 11 at offices of Joynt, New st, Birmingham 

Rugeroni, James Joseph, Jeffrey’s sq, Merchant. June 13 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Coburn, Leadenhall st 

Sankey, Richard, Bulwell Pottery, nr Nottingham, Manufacturer of 
Horticultural Pottery. June 4 at 3 at offices of Hazeldine, Cheapside 

Sealey, John Robinson, Frizington, Cumberland, Watchmaker. June 
1 at 12 at offices of Atter, New Lowther st, Whitehaven 

— Henry, King st, Finsbury, Surgeon. May 28 at 3 at 2, King st, 

insbury 

Shaw, James, Oldbury, Worcester, Draper. June 1 at 11 at offices of 
Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

Shaw, John, Savile Town, York, Bobbin Turner. 
offices of Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsbury 

Smith, Lionel, Manchester, Commission Agent. June 5 at 3 at offices 
of Gould, St Peter’s sq, Manchester 

Sykes, Albert Hugh, Manchester, Yarn Agent. May 31 at 4.30 at 
offices of Aldleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 

Symons, Alfred, Norland terrace, Notting hill, Fruiterer, May 24 at 1 
at offices of Guscotte, Bishopsgate st within 

Taylor, Thomas, Hagton, Nottingham, Farmer. June 1 at 11 at offices 
of Marshall and Co, East Retford. Metcalfe, East Retford 

Taylor, Thomas, Bournemouth, Schoolmaster. June 5 at 12 at offices 
of Sharp, Christchurch 

Topper, Edward, Liverpool, Tobacconist. May 31 at 12 at offices of 
Carruthers, Clayton sq, Liverpool 

Trowell, Francis, jun, Rye bill park, Peckham rye, Commercial 
Traveller. May 31 at 3 at offices of Breckels, Guildhall chambers, 
Basin ghall st 

Tyndall, Anna Louisa, Chsgford, Devon, Gentlewoman. June! at 4 
at the Quean’s Hotel, Exeter. Harvey 

Vincent, Samuel John, Brighton, out of business, June 4 at 3 at offices 
of Brandreth and Gray, Middle st, Brighton 

Walter, William Chantilay, Walsall, Stafford, Harness Manufacturer. 
June | at 11 at offices of Glover, Park st, Walsall 

Walton, Edmund, and Joseph Pearson Walton, Wolverhampton, Brass 
Founders. June 4 at 12.30 at offices of Wenham and Co, Ann st, 
Birmingham. Deakin and Co, Wolverhampton 

Ward, Charles, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Hotel Keeper. June | at 11 
at offices of Pruen, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Ward, George Bruckshaw, Bredbury, Cheshire, Hat Manufacturer. 
J sew 4 at 3 at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Man- 
chester 

Webb, Edmund, Burnham, Bucks, Builder. May 31 at 11.30 at offices 
of Barrett and Dean, High st, Slough 

Weissel, Charles, Rupert st, Haymarket, Tailor. May 26 at 2 at offices 
of MacMullen, St Martin’s court, Leicester sq 

West, Thomas, Leeds, Toy Dealer. May $1’at 11 at offices of Maud, 
Duncan st, s 

Wheeler, John, Blaenavon, Mon, Baker. June 1 at 12 at offices of 
Gibbs, Tredegar place, Newport 

White, Joseph, Mile End rd, Cabinetmaker. May 29 at 1 at offices of 
Anning, Cheapside 

Wingfield, William, Nottingham, Cabinetmaker. June 7 at 12 atoffices 
of Whittingham, Farmers’ yard, Notting! 

Wood, William, Oldham, Confectioner. June 7 at 3 at offices of Whita- 
ker, St Peter’s st, Didham 

— Thomas, Leeds, Hosier. May 30 at 3 at offices of Granger, 

ds 


June 


Jane 5 at 10.15 at 
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ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON. & FARMER'S: 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to beSOLD or LET, ineluding 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 
Quarters, Farms; Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House. Property and 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free ofcharge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, H.C., 
or wil! be sent by post in return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser - 
tion should be received not iater than four days previous to the end 
of the precedine month. 
SALES FOR THE YEAR 1877. 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
beg to announce that their remaining SALES of LANDED 
ESTATES, Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
Building Land, Ground-rents, Reversions, and other Properties, for the 
year 1877, will be held at the Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the 
Bank of England, in the City of London, as follows :— 
Tuesday, May 29 Tuesday, July 3 Tuesday, August 21 
Thureday, May 31 | Tuesday, July 10 Tuesday, October 2 
Tuesday, June 5 Tuesday, July 17 Tuesday, October 16 
Friday, June 8 Tuesday, July 24 Tuesday, October 23 
Tuesday, June 12 Tuesday, July 31 Tuesday, Nov. 13 
Tuesday, June 19 Tuesday, August 7 Tuesday, Nov. 20 
Tuesday, June26 | Tuesday,August14 Tuesday, December 4 
Auctions can also be beld on other days besides those above specified. 

Due notice in any case should be gi ven, in order to insure proper pub- 
licity; the period between such notice and the auction must, of 
cozrse, considerably depend upon the nature of the property intended 
to be sold. —86, Cheapside. London, E.C. 


WHITECHAPEL AND STRATFORD. 

To Trustees and others.—Capital Investments in Freehold Proper- 
ties, leased at rentals of £300, £135, and £60 per annum respec- 
tively. Also Freehold Ground-rents of £12 and £8 perannum, 
amply secured upon five houses at Stratford. ‘ 

‘ j ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 

WV will SELL at tho MART, on TUESDAY, MAY 29, at TWO, 

as follows :— . 

Lot 1.—A valuable and important Freehold Warehouse, in John- 
street, Church-lane, close to Whitechapel Church. It comprises 
seven spacious floors, including basement, a paved cartway at side 
leading to a large yard, with long range of stabling and coach-house, 
with deep vaults under, and a three-story warehouse. The property 
possesses a frontage of about 59ft. by a depth of 145ft., and contains 
an area of about 8,000 square feet. The whole leased to Messrs. 
Furze, Brewers, for 99 years (with option of termination at end of 
81st or 50th year) from 1858, at the low rent of £300 per annum. 

Lot 2.—The substantially erected Dwelling-house and extensive 
Premises in John-street, adjoining the preceding lot, and having a 
frontage of about 32ft. by a depth of about 122ft.,and covering an 
area of about 3,900 square feet ; leased to Mr. John George, Contrac- 
tor, for 50 years from 1871, at £60 per annum. 

Lot 3.—The valuable Freehold Business Premises and Dwelling- 
house, 61 and 614, Mansell-street, Goodman’s-fields, with yards and 
sheds in rear, and entrance from Tenter-ground, possessing front- 
ages of about 36ft. 2in. and 35ft. bin. respectively, by a depth of 
about 112ft., and covering an area of nearly 4,000 square feet ; 
leased to Messrs. A. Posener and Co., Pipe Manufacturers, for 40 
years from 1876, at £135. 

Lots 4.and §.—Freehold Ground-rents of £12 and £8 per annum, 
amply secured upon Nos. l, 2, and 3, Cuba-villas, and two Honses 
adjoining, situate in Buxton-road, Leytonstone-road, Stratford ; 
leased for terms of 99 and 92 years from 1861 and 1869 respectively. 

Particulars, with plans, of Messrs. Hilleary and Taylor, Solicitors, 
No. 5, Fenchurch-buildings, and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 

sUTTON. 

A superior Freehold Residence, with grounds of 23 acres, about a mile 
from Sutton Station, whence there isa good service of trains, reach- 
ing London-bridge and Victoria in about 30 minutes.—By order of 
the Executors of the late George Scott, Esq., deceased. 

M ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 

| will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, MAY 29, at TWO, 
with possession, the capital FREEHOLD detached RESIDENCE, 

Benhilton Mount, occupying a choice and elevated position at the 

junction of Benhill and Benhill-wood roads, and commanding charm- 

ing views. It has been erected in a most substantial manner, is in 
first-rate order, stands retired from the road, and contains eight bed- 
rooms, dressing room, entrance hall, dining room, drawing room, 
morning room, offices, and cellarage; space for stabling. Tastefully- 
arranged pleasure grounds, abundantly stocked with a variety of the 
choicest shrubs, rose trees, &c., and including well-laid croquet and 
other lawns, flower-beds, and numerous gravel walks, two kitchen 
gardens, and orchards, with forcing house about 43ft. in length, and 
tool house, the whole comprising about 2} acres. The property pos- 
sesses extensive frontages to three roads, presenting choice sites for 
building purposes. 

Particulars of Messrs. Hilleary & Taylor, Solicitors, No. 5, Fen- 
church-buildings; and of the Auctioncers, 80, Cheapside. 

PARK HILL, ADDISCOMBE, NEAR CROYDON. 

A superior, well-situate detached Residence, held for a long term at 
the nominal ground-rent of £2, about seven minutes’ walk from 
the Station. With possession. 

MESS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 

will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, MAY 29, at TWO, 














TORQUAY. % 
A First clasa Family Residence, with stabling, pleasure and kitehen . 
dens‘and grass paddocks, in all about 3} acres, occupying the very | 
best situation on the brow of the well-known Warberry-nill, ; 
manding a beautifal panoramic view, extending on the one side over 
the Bay to Berry Head, and on the other to Babbicomba and i * 
mouth, while the Dartmoor hills form a grand background to a : 
exparse of the charming inland scenery for which this district is 80 
celebrated. For sale with possession. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL,at the MART, on TUESDAY, MAY 29, at TWO, the 
superior FAMILY RESIDENCE, Tor Crest-hall, Warberry-hil), Tor. 
quay. It is approached by a carriage drive, is surmounted by a tower, 
and comprises 12 principal and secondary bed rooms, two ¢ ¢ 
rooms, and a bath room, outer and inner halls, the latter measuriyp | 
about 50 by 10ft. 6, morning room 26ft. 6 by 18ft. 6, drawing room aiff. 
by 17ft. 10, dining room 24ft. by 18{t. 2, library, billiard room, and _ 
lavatory. The:domestic offices include housekeeper’s room, ser j 
hall, kitchen, &¢., with cellarage beneath; stabling for four horses, 
coach-house and rooms for coachman. The grounds are laid out in | 
lawns and flower beds, with a terrace walk, and a profusion of beauuiial 
shrubs, There is @ capital kitchen garden, partly walled, also two 
good grass paddocks, with cow house and piggeries, in all about: iS 
acres, The whole held for about 86 years unexpired, at a moderate | 
ground rent. About 8} acres of additional land can be hired if wished, 
Particulars of Walter Justice, Esq., Solicitor, 6, Bernard- é 
Russell-square ; of J.. C. Stogdon, Exq., Solicitor, 18, Clement’s-iag; 
and with orders to view of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside, 


P MAIDA-HILL. 4 

A First Class corner Residence, planned by an architect to comprisa | 
every modern domestic comfort and convenience, and bailt and 

finished in a superior manner. With possession. 4 


h ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, ou TUESDAY, MAY 29, at TWO,’ 

the long LEASEHOLD FAMILY RESIDENCE, No, 63, Portsdowne 
gardens, having a portico entrance, and containing, on the upper fi 
four principal bedrooms, two servants? bed rooms, dressing room, 
and a bath room; on the first floor, two drawing rooms oneal q 
measuring together about 35ft. by 20ft. 6in.; on the ground fidor, ” 
dining room of similar dimensions, library about 211t. 6 by 15ft, 
1 avatory; on the basement, breakfast room, large kitchen, and 
venient domestic offices. Held fora long term at a moderate grow 
rent. In the rear is an ornamental garden, to which the pureb 
will have access on payment of a small annua! fee, 

Particulars of W. Moon, Esq., Solicitor, 1£, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; 
of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 


PIMLICO, CLOSE TO EBURY-STREET. 

The valuable Leaschold Property, Nos. 1 to 10, Coleshill-m 
Coleshill-street, comprising a large yard paved with stone, 
10 sets of capital stabling, let to first-class tenants (who pay 
rates. and taxes and keep the premises in good and tenant 
repair) at rents amounting to £410 per annum. Held for about 
y ears ata moderate rental, . 

ESSRs. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER) 
will SELL the above PROPERTY, at the MART, on TUBS: 

DAY, MAY 29, at TWO. 4 
Particulars of T. G. Bullen, Esq., Solicitor, 69, Cheapside; and of 

the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 4 


SYDENHAM. 
Two capital long Leasehold Residences for occupation or investment, 
within a few yards of the Crystal Palace Grounds and Station om 
the Brighton and South Coast Railway. aa 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER: 
will SELL, at the MART, on THURSDAY, MAY 31, at 

in lots, the desirable RESIDENCES, 5 and 7, Palace-road. 
approached through a forecourt by a flight of stone steps 
portico over, and contains five bed rooms, three sitting roo 
offices and cellarage. No. 5, which was formerly let to a photo 
grapher, has a spacious room, with a glass-domed roof and o 
conveniences suitable for a photographer’s business, and also a largt 
well-lighted warehouse; No. 7 has a garden. Held for about 7 
years, at moderate ground-rents, and will be sold with possession. 

Particulars of Messrs. Edmund F. and Benn Davis, Solicitors, @ 
Cork-street, Bur'ington-gardens ; and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheape 
side. 








~ 








ANERLEY PARK. : 
Close to the garden entrance to the Crystal Palace, and within a few) 
minutes’ walk of Penge, Anerley, and the Crystal Palace Station#, 
For occupation or investment. 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMEE 
will SELL, at the MAR?, o1 THURSDAY, MAY 831, at TWO, 
the attractive FREEHOLD RESIDENCE, land-tax redeemed, 50) 
Ancrley-park, ina pleasant and healthy situation, most substan 4 
built of red brick with s:one dressings, and contwining six bed rvol 
bath room, well-lighted e.tr ance hall, drawing room (18ft. by 16 
9in.), dining room (17ft. Gin. by 12ft. 6in.), breaxfast room, china clo 
kitchen, and good offices, with gardens. With possession. 
Particul-rs of Messrs. Hollams, Son, & Coward, So'icitors, 0 
mercial Sale Rooms, Mincing-lane ; and of the Auctioneers, 80, Chi 
side. 


. 





the excellent FAMILY RRSIDENCE known as Endsleigh, Chepstow- 
road, Park-hill; containing eight bed chambers, a dressing room, a 
bath room, linen cupboard warmed with hot water, a large entrance- 
hall, an elegant drawing room, a dining room, a library, excellent 
domestic offices on the ground floor, a capital asphalted basement 
with a breakfast room, cellars, and other conveniences. There are 
pleasure and kitchen gardens, croquet lawn, greenhouse, tool-house, 
and space for stabling. The house is very dry, is well fitted through- 
out, there is poy cup! d accommodation, and gas and hot and cold 
water are laid on to second floor. Held for 99 years, from 1866, at £2. 

_ Particulars of Messrs. Walters & Gush, Solicitors, 3, Finsbury- 
circus; and of the Auctioneers, 60, Cheapside, 








WALTHAMSTOW. 

Two capital Freehold semi-detached Residences, within @ : 
minutes’ walk of Hoe-street Station. For sale by order of the 
Executor of the late Mr, Samuel Goodes. a 

ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARI 
! will SELL, at the MART, on THURSDAY, MAY 31, at 


| in lots :— 


Lot'1.—The subdstanti.] Residence, Vyvyan-lodge, Orford-roady 
two fore only, and containing five rooms, entrance hall, dra’ 
and dining rooms, kitchen and offices; with garden, Built sp 





